P /A CASE NO, 2888,
IN THF FOURTH DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATH OF UTAH, IN AND TFOR
. UTAH COUNTY,
DI"O.VO resreveir Company,

A Corporation
Plaintiff

Vs,

Provo City, Linecoln School District,

The Provo Bench Canal and Irrigation

company, _ames L, Meldrum, John E, Booth,

George rames, Merrill Holden, LYuis James,

Isiak B, Lott, Benjiman B, Richmond,.

Joseph Faucett, Walter Lott, Ada J, Hickman,

and Elmer'Meldrum, Jointly as membhers of &

voluntary association, not incorporated, under

the name und style of the Taucettt Tield

Ditch Cokpany and individually as tenants in

common in the Taucett Tield mnitch Company
flowing

and in the right to the use of water xXkawing

therein, et al, Defendants,

\ : vV v
Now comes JameqﬂMeldrum, John E, Booth, George rames, jerrill
. Vo v 4 v
Holden, Louis Jaumes, Isiah B, Lott, Benjiman B, Riehmond, Joseph

v vV . V
Faucett, Walter Lott, Ada J.vkickm&n, and FTlmer Meldrum, part of the

defend«nt®, in the above entltled causea and make their answer to the

sold plaintiff's complaint, for themselves alone and not for any one

or more of the other defendants, and admit, deny, and allege os frix
[}

followa, to-wit:
1

Admit the allepgations in paragraphs from 1 to 29 jncluuive.

1l
As to the wlleputions in paragraphs from 29 (A) to 29 (C) iuclusive,‘
these defendents have not sufficlent knowledge c¢r information to form
a bellef and therefore deny it,

11
Admit paragraph 29 (D),

1v
As to the statements contuined in paragraph 29 (B) to puragraph 5%

Inclusive, these defendents have not sufficlent knowledpe to form &




belief and therefore deny it.

v
The defendants admit paragraphs 54 and 35

Vi
As to paragrpph 5€, these defendants allege, that they have not
suf¥icient knowledge or information to form a belief except a8 here
inafter set forth and therefore deny it,

Vi1
As to the allega}ions in peragraph 37, defend:nts alleges, that they

nave not sufficient knowledge or infoermation to form & belief

exceps

&8 hereinafter set forth and therefore deny it,
Vil

A3 xx the niirgatiens K ol 9, defendints mXkEge, tkEt

A8 10 the allegaticns in paragrpphs 3¢ and %9 defendants allege, that
they have not sufficient knowledge or information on which to form a
belief except a8 herelinafter set forth and therefore deny it.

1x

That the saild defendants for further answer and affirmative def-nce
allege: fThat on the 5th day of Feburary, A,D, 1502, in a case then
pending in the District Court of the Tourth Judicial District of the
State of pytah in and for Utah County, wherein provo pity, et al,

were plaintiffs, and the Wbat-Union Canal Company e*t al were defmnde-
ants, & certain decree was rendered, commonly known as the "Morse
Decree" which decree. adjudicated the several water rights of the
parties to the sald action among others, those of these defendants,
and awardingvto them & certain amount of water at different stuges

of the amount of water in provo River, which decree is hereby refere
"to nd s Tur as appliceble to the plaintiff znd these defcndants

18 made & part of this answer.

. < e

That by mutual sgreement and stipulation hy and bwtveen the scid
plaintiff end these defendants, these dcfendants are accorded the xx
rights awarded to them by the said decree, subject, however, only to
the terms of a Decree of this Coutd¥ made and entered on the 26+h day
of Janurary, 1907, and commonly known us the "Chidester Decree" where
in the said Decree changes in any manner the rights of these defend-
ants as glven to them by the said "Morse Decree" and which "Chidester

Decree" is hereby refered to in so far &8s it affects the rights of




this plaintiff und these defendants it is hereby made & rart <¢f this
answer,

WHEREFORE3 8aid defend:ints pray Judgment that they may be decreed to
have the rights to the use of the water &s awarded to them by the
8sid "Morse Decree" and barticularly described as Tollowa, to=-wit:
That when the water of said Provo River at and near the mcuth of
Prove Canyon exceeds 15000 cubic feet, per minute these defendants
are to have ,0169 thereof,

That when the volume of water in Prove River near and below tlie mouth
of Prove Canyqn, in ytah Cenptx, becomes reduced in quantity at said
point, to & volume not exceeding 15000 cubic feet of water per minuze
and until the same becomes reduced in quantity, at said point, to a
volume not% exceeding 12000 cubic feet of Water per minute, these
defendants shall be entitled to the fellowing proportions there to,
to-wit: The Paucett Tield “itch Comﬁany......;..... ,0180,

That when the volume of water flowing in szid River, near and below
the mouth of Pprofo Canyon, Utah County, becomes reduced in Quantity
at sald point, to a volume not exceeding 12000 cubic feet of water
Per minute, and from then down to the lowest stage the volume of
Water in suld River may reach at said point, the defendants herein
shall be entitled to the following proportions thereof, to-wit, The

Faucett Pield Ditch COMPENY 4 6t sesnonnsconsnsaceneens 0202,

State of ,,tah

8s
County of Utah,
‘jkiﬁilfbﬂﬁ4z‘“” being first duly swern on his oath says:

that he is one of ‘the defendsnts nwmed in the foregoing answer, that
has read the foregoing answer and knows the contents thereof and that
the seme is true of his own knowledge except &8s to those matturs

8tated on informétion and belief, and as to those matters he believes

it to be true,

sworn to befo-e me this&?/ day of May, 1914,

¢ 1//0(/ /900‘*%
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' ’¢ i \, ¢ NGtary Public,
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